Mountain States Transmission Intertie Chapter 2
Environmental Report Proposed Action and Project Alternatives

Table 2-5 Alternative Routes Comparison - Montana
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Note: The Townsend to Mill Creek alternatives must be combined with the Mill Creek to State Line alternatives to make complete Montana routes for comparison to the Jefferson Valley I-15 route. For example,
the Al and B1 alternatives are combined to form a complete Preferred Route for Montana. * Line costs only (no station or right of way). Total for each alternative includes materials, construction labor and
equipment. These costs are for comparison purposes.
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